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^^i^n^f 'f.^^^i^^^^.^^ the "Response to Notice of Omitted Items 
and Petition t9 Maintain Filing Date" filed May 9, 2002? and 
supplemented with paper filed August 13, 2002, including cSpv of 
postcard receipt. Tfiis petition^is properly treated as a 
fhp'Sf??.^'"'^^^ Jk^-^k §l-53(e)(2)^ ?etiLSSSs reguelt that 
of Oc^ohP? 3n''°9nn^''^ above-identified application a filing dlle 

applicatiSn'disclosurlt'^ ' ^"^^ °^ ^^^^^^'l 

^PP^i^ation papers in the above-identified application were filed 
'^^^l^r'^^^'^'l-^^^h .H?wever, on April 10,^^5002, the Initial 
Patent Examination Division mailed applicants a "Notice to File 
Missing Parts of Npnprovisional Application." Applicants we^e 
thereby notified that the application papers had^Eeen accorded a 
haie^'geef oiii??edy^^' ^^^^ °' ^""^ specification appeared ?o^ 

J^^ff?P^"f^',^PPlic^i:its timely filed the instant petition (and 
petition fee). Applicants petition to maintain the original 
fii^""^ date on the basis, that the allegedly missing page was, in 
fact, submitted and received by the Office! In support thereof 
f?gm^fhP nqPTn'^^^pf?'^^^^'' ^-^^f ^ copy, of their return postcard' 
originally filed ^^^^^^^"^^^ ^^^o submitted a copy of page 154 as 

A postcard receipt. which itemizes and properly identifies the 
Items which are being filed serves as prima facie evidence of 
receipt in the Office of all items listed thereon on the date 
stamped thereon by the Office. See MPEP 503. A review of 
petitioner s postcard receipt reveals that: 1) it was date 
stamped as received in the USPTO on November 30, 2001; 2) it 
specifically identifies the items being filed, including 

Specification: 205 pages" and 3) it lacks any annotation of 
nonreceipt of any item denoted on the postcard. Thus 
petitioners have shown that the items denoted, including the 205 
pages ot specification, were filed on November 30, 20017 

The application papers already considered received in the Office 
on November 30, 5o5l,.were reviewed along with the missing page 
of specification submitted on petition. These naners toapthpr 
constitute the items described^on the postSI^d ?eESpt^ ?ncluding 
^P^^^^^S^tion: 205 pages, Petitioner Kas shown that pp. 154 was^ 
among the Items present . m the application on the date of deposit 
and should be included m the original application disclosure 
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Accordingly, the petition is GRANTED . 

tiTefli'^ tgr|et'?[ioT?^^"?s'5?ag?^j''°?f.ePS^^^°^f^;^ ^^.-^^ 
to Deposit AccSunt No. 50-078 6^3 futhoriLd ""'^^ credited 

p^?^^PPji=^tion is being forwarded to the Office of Im'ti;,! 
Patent Examination (OIPE) for: ^-Lj-ioe or initial 

using the application pape rs received in the n^^t^;.^ 

Beverly M. Flanagan 
Supervisory Petitions Examiner 
Office of Petitions 
Office of the Deputy Cominissioner 
tor Patent Examination Policy 



